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747 readd it, muſt think it des 
A. And there one Point inliſted 
upon as fully prov 

Pprehenſion is incapable of being ſo. 


as it is a Point of very great importanct 


to the ſubject you treat N and is Nc 
e iP 1 


3 Inde vo a 


in an union of 
ſenti- 


: * * ” 
FAY — 


an to che 8 of Tub, 
and not tend, like moſt modern contro- 
verly, only to "confound R or” my. 
| . I'ſhall always think there is. more 
FE glory 1 in 2 Truth and Con: ; 


ps ages np ſacceſs, — by cont's- 


verſial arts to ſupport a falling Hypotheſis. . 


You have ſhewn, I think, that the Soul is 
an immaterial Subſtance, and naturally im- 
mortal by what-may with a "he val- 
led a Demonſtration : But I differ in opi- 
nion with you, as to the State of its NA- 


TURAL IMMORTALITY, when ſepara. 


ted from the Body, and in the Effects 
which you there aſcribe to its union with 
a material Subſtance. And in order to 
proceed with candor and perſpicuity, I 


ſhall extract from Section the Fourth of 


your firſt Volume (where this matter is 
particularly examined) the ſubſtance of 
. your Opinion upon this point, ſhall then 
ſtate my own Hypotheſis, with, what 1 
call, a Demonſtration of it; next exa- 
mine the ſeveral Reaſons given — 
ſupport of yours; and laſtly, by compar- 


* 
>. 6h. * 
0 2 2 Ht 


ing them together, endeavour to ſheyy the 


Action, and the ca 


ments and Ge which are re- 
5 zee Rate en ee we can- 


ih 
0 - = 
+ = 
« . \- % 


. * . b 8 5 3 8 = 2 * 


a G may be attended. In Ne. g. 


Section 


of chat at the end, and at the be- 
ag of No. 6. you ſay, That Activity 
and Perceptivity belong only to imma - 


terial Subſtance, and that they always 


belong to it, or are inſeparable from it; 


and ſince the Soul hath the power of 

acity of Perceptivity 
in a ſtate of ſeparation from Matter, it 
muſt alſo exerciſe that powe or be really 


active and really percipient in that ſtate, 


As to the Capacity of perceiving, the 


© conchifion is moſt plain! we have this 


capacity at all times, and are really pere 
« pient ſometimes, becauſe active. Aud at 
the end of No. 6. yes 6M _y rceiving 
© we are purely neceſſary paſſive. ; 


or, it is not in a living Beiagt power 


autre. 
8 4 L lf | impede. 


Soul, 


# 44 4 


— fay's of N A the Wt 
4% a narrow ſpare, as 4 Holy in au Win- 
£ dow-fhutter limits and confines the Ws 
£ of Light. We faw before, bas aff Ac 
inn muſt bring out of the nature of the 

< active Being it delf; it is no leſs certain 

* here, that ai Perception muft yſringout of - 
5 own Nature; a behng rot: And 
vif the Soul Perecives the Images or Pic- 
4 tures, of things, it may as eaſtly'(wheh 
* ſeparated muſt be underſtood): perceive 
the Originals or Objects themſelves 3 
che confinemient of the Soul mates all 
x this Art and Addreis I in the compoſition of 
rb Eye] neceſiiry; and yet weinferfrom 
hence, that the Soul could not perceive 
external material Objects at all,” unleſs 
it was thus confined, and ſtill carried a 
* kind of Cameru Ob/cura about with it. 
e 22 wich ro 


© cauſes of HOON abe | 
< Therefoze 1 N univerſally; with _ 
Mk on -208 e 


* —— he Org « 
SW. | . Senſe, 


. 
* Senſe; and no way efefbed by them; or 
that the Organs of Senſe take off ſome 
<of that limitation from the Percepti- 
© vity: of the Soul, which would be o- 
< therwiſe. nba; and that the * | 
_ © fication of the Motion is 
upon account of the Perception, — 
account of the Confinement.” And fur- 
' ther on, you ſay, it is contradictory to 
< ſuppoſe the contrary.” Thus, Sir, I have 
endeavoured to collect your ſentiments on 
this matter into as narrow a compaſs as 
Tcould, conſiſtently with uſing your own 
words. And, if I conceive you right, I 
think you make the Soul conſiſt of Acti- 
vity,: or the Power of Self- motion and 
Thought, and of Perceptivity, which con- 
ſiſts of two kinds, which I ſhall beg leave 
to call internal and external. By internal 
Perception I underſtand, the Power which 
the Soul exerciſes within it ſelf, in the per- 
ception of its own Ideas already received 
ab extra; and which may be called Remi- 
niſcence, or, in a larger ſenſe, Conſciouſ- 
neſe. And by external Perception, I un- 
derſſand that Cupacity, by which the Soul 


WIGS the perception a 


: Jedt of its other power: be 1 
by which it procu 


rocures to it ſelf new ideas 
of any kind. Theſe two kinds of Percep- 
tion, tho not ſo diſtinctly divided by you, 
in your conſideration of the Powers of 
the Soul, wow think'they-ſhould have been, 
are in many reſpects different from each 
other: As will appear from the paſſages 
above quoted, and more at large from 
other parts of your Book. And it i this 
| laſt kind of Perception only, with re- 
ſpect to which I Auer Pry you, and 
concerning which 1 ſhall lay Fri the 
two following Propoſitions, which 1 * 
to demonſtrate. ' 
I, THAT the Body and its Organs of 
| Senſe are, not hindrances and limitations 
to, but, neceſſary and actual Cauſes of all 
the Soul's Perceptions ab entra; and that 
without an organiz d Body, the Soul could 
have no Perceptions ab extra (as far as we 
1 can have any knowledge of Perception.) 
24. Prop. Tu ar the Soul's Perceptivity 
5 4 extra, in a ſtate of Separation, is a bare 
| Capacity; and that to make the Body and 
its Organs ths and alle. £6 þ Cauſes 


* 


j 
46 : 0 
"Is * 3 5 b g * ; 
4 * . : ; 
* * 


— ahem; ieontrarjts 

ct andreafbh 2 —— 
contained in the-firſt: Proppſition, is not 
repugnant or contradictory, nor attributes 
wy thing of Perception:tocthe-Body'itfelR 
In the proof of the firſt Propoſition, l 
ſhaltadvance my own wn Arguinents, and un- 
der the latter will properly 1210 the con- 
N >] as It 1 28 32 


N th A, 1 . "Motion are 19 85 
BR Ma af oe ee ic h the 


xtra, and. all itz 


1 


e ent Perceptions are only 


5 955 of eee f 
Matter and Motion. 8 


Ix Would be very tallicns. to 1 
the proof of this Propoſition, by applys 
ing it to all the ſeveral perceptions of the 
Soul ab extra, and the er by 
its preſent perceptians : I ſnall therefore 
apply it only to ſome. of thoſe -percep- 
tions, which ſeem the moſt incongru- 
ous to ſuch a ſuppoſition, viz,” Light and 
Colours, and. :lenfitive. Pain and Plea- 
ſure. That Light, is out of. the Soul but 
Matter and OI, has been very folly - 
N | P oved, 


4 


» 


. 


» 


Fd 


yet, without Matter and Motion, could- 


Cage 


proved, by Sir Jac Newton i in his Opt 


and by Mr. Locke, in his Eſſay on Human 


Underſtan ding, it is called a ſecondar 
Quality, of. Matter and Motion, KT | 


xiſts only in the Mind of a Perci pient, 
. and is no otherwiſe inherent 1 in Maar 
than Sound and Taſte : For, were there 


no Being in the Univerſe percipient, there 
could be no Light, no ah no Taſte 
among Bodies themſelves; nor odd they 
ever by any Powers, but Active Powers, 
(that is Powers repugnant to their nature 3 
produce any ſuch thing to themſelyes. 


From Light, differently > modified and te- 


flected, all our Ideas _ Colours ariſe, 
which are really, out of the Soul, no 


8 A <= 7 


more than particular Modifications of Mo- 
tions, in the particles of Matter, of Which 


89 1 1 


Light is compoſed. Again, Pain and 
Pleaſure exiſt lot in Matter and Motion, 


* 
neve be in the Mind < of a Percipient; 


but muſt ſome way be communicated 


to 4 Percipient by them, anck are CY 
actual Perceptions, as Sound and SV 
Again, Whatever abſtract Idea the: Mind 
"oy Tor of Matter 05 it ſelf, 1 it can 
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3 8 1 ii Is 4 El 6 3 N 
never form an nal Idea of tter, but 


from Matter ſome Wa modified, | a5 in 


Shape, Colour, Sc. all which ariſe, not 
from Matter in general as ; Matter, "but, 
| from particular modes of the Particular 


diſtinct ſubſtances, into which all the Mat- 


ter, about which we. are converſant, is 
| broke and comp pounded.” From this Pro- 
| poſition con bdered, the following Corrol- 


Ls are deducible; 3 vis. that, as Matter 


and Motion in general are, not Objects of 


Perception, but, abſtract Ideas, all diffe- 


rent Perceptions ariſe from different 
Modes of Matter and Motion: But if 
different Perceptions ariſe from different 
Modes of Matter and M. otion: — Al Per- 
ception, as far as it regards only Matter 


and Motion, ſome way ariſes from thence: 


Since, to ſuppoſe actual Perce ption with- 


out ſome manner of Perception, is is repug- 


nant. Perception therefore, diſtin fas Som 


 ifferent and particular Perceptions, is a 
mere abſtract Idea, and not any feal ex- 


"Bing Property of any Subſtance, ,_ 


f 


 WrnATEveR differs the Modes of 


Matter and Motion, differs the Percep- 
tions of the Soul: _ every diſtin act 


wth of 


* 


0 Bad. 
of Perception. ariſes Matter and 
Motion, under a Na e Modification” 
of each. Thus, change the Shape of a 
Square into a 2 Circle, 2 0 the Surface * 
15 Pody, by Dyi ing it of another Colour, 

be. Perceptions ailing x foe th that Bo- 
0 are neceſſarily changed The fame 


holds of Sound, Tit Sc. at 


| which are 
varied, by Variations of Matter and Mo- 

tion, ind are regularly conſequent” n 
ſuch h and ſuch. particular, Variations of | 

each. Nor is it in ** power of the Souk 

to change any « of i its Perceptions ab kg. 
Actual Perception ab extra therefore pn 
ſiſts of repeated, diſtinct, particular Per- : 
 ceptions, Tacceeding each ther in ap un- 
avoidable Series, and varying nbecliit ily, 
according to the different Modes of Mat. 
ter and Motion — This the v very Hin- 
drance of Perception ſhews: Since that 
' Hindrance is ſuppoſed to continue only 

ſo long as the Soul is placed in a particu- 
lar Situation with ref] pect to the material 
Subſtance of the Body. And in every 
other, Situation, the Soul is neceſſatily 
percipient, as you obſerve in the Place 
above 8 The Hindrance therefore, 


B 2 Sgt or 


or N. 3 of an is s owing TW * 
Particular Situation, or Mode, of Matter 
| and. Motion; For as all Matter, in * 
situations, dc s not hinder Perception 
wholly, ſo the lindrance of Perception 
ariſes from Matter's being Eh oma 
| Hituated or modified poly; 7 
2d. Tas Soul, when ſeparated from 
the Body, if it perceives ab extra, uſt 
_ perceive in infinite Space, or, within ſome 
| certain Umited ſphere of Perce ption 


The former is an Abſurdity which no 


ore, I believe, can entertain: Nor is it 


r 


underſtood (as I apprehend) that 
when you ſpeak 'of the Soul's being uni- 


verſally percipient, . the Obſtruction of 


the, Body, removed, that you mean infi- 


FE nitely perceptive, but perceptive in every 


part, or ęvery way. I ſhall: therefore 
take it for granted, that the Soul is per- 

ceptive within ſome limited Sphere only. 
The Nature of the Soul's Perception 
therefore limits its Perception in reſpect 


to Place If then the Soul has, from its : 
| finite Nature, a certain Sphere a Percep- 
tivity, out of and beyond, which it can- 


pot perceive, wa us * this Sphere 
i to 


} 


Abſurdity or Contradiction) 


| ciſe any of its known Powers of Pei 


5 TIL " 
to be removed out of the ny el Matter 
(Which, conſidering how inconſiderable 


a part of the Univerſe is filled with Mat- 


ter, is by no meals an extravagant Sup- 
poſition, but for the purpoſe of my De- 
monſtra tion it is ſufficient that it is not a 
Su ppoſition which involves in itſelf anyß 
In this Si- 
tuation then, it is plain, it conld have no 
| 'crceptions ab extra, or could not exer- 


For it could have no Perception 
of Matter, nor of any Idea, which is only 
ſome Affection, or property, of Matter. 
Let us then ſuppoſe one or more 9 8 
of Matter moving into this Sphere: the 


Soul will either perceive this Matter, or 
it will not: If the Soul immediately re- 


ceives from hence any Idea, of Sound, 
Figure, Colour or Magnitude, it follows, 


that this Matter is a pofitive Cauſe-of the 
Idea which it produces, and is the . 

cient Cauſe of the Soul's exerting its per- 

ceptive Capacity. If it is ſaid, that this 


Matter will limit, or hinder, its Perceps 
tion only It is very abſurd; For, in the 


A firſt | phase it will be impoſſible, to ſay 


6 n . qobat_ 
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i hinders any Porogptign, n, che Soul muſt, 

erceptions. hin- 
dered —Byt if j jt perceives. its Perception 
hinderef, bat Perception is an actual 
Perception, of Which Matter is the . 
ue Cauſe. And to ſay the Soul's Per- 
ceptions are hinder d, and that yet the 
Soul does not perceive them hinder d, 
involves a plain Contradiction It follows 
thereſote, that Matter not only may, but 
muſt, be the actual neceſſary Cauſe of 


the Perception of itſelf, and of all the 
Ideas neceſſarily ariſing from its Modifi- 


cations — It will be ſufficient therefore, 
with regard to the preſent Point, to ſhew, 
that to ſuppoſe Matter the poſitive, Cauſe 
of: Perception, involves not the Contra- 

iQtion of its Having Perceptivity itſelf; 
and. that neither is it a Contradiction, to 
ſuppoſe the Soul to exiſt without a poſi- 


| tive Act of external Perception; or, in 
| other words, to have a bare Capacity of 
Perception only—But it will not be ſuffi- - 
cient ſor my purpoſe without going a lit- | 


le further, and ſhewing, that the Suppo- 
_ above made of che Senn Capacity 


„ 


on it ie will biker and, if 


1 


1 


| have the ſame Modification of \ 


[&] 


to perctive Matter ont of the Body, ot 


in a certain Sphere of Parton, is attd 
: falſe, and admitted only to overturn itfelf. 
24 Tux Soul has Perdepdien ab extra, 


bet of Matter in general, or Motion 74 


general (which are mere abſtract. Ideas 
forty'd by the Underſtanding) but, only 


of various and differ rent Modes of Matter, 


and Motion, which are the Subjects of 
different Ideas, It follows | thetefore, 
that if the Soul © could not, out of an of 


ganized Body wherein it is now inclol ad, 


and Motion as it how has, but Fai 


different both i in Quality, Quantity, a 


Dire&ion * com municated to it, it could 


not have the ſame identical Perceptions; 


for, every Mode of Motion and Matter is 


a different Idea; but Perception conſiſts 


in a Succeſſion of Ideas: Therefore, if n 0 
ſuch Mode of Matter and Motion as it 


has now ; conſequently, no ſuch Percep- 
tions. 1 ſhould think this ſo plain as 0 


need no proof, if 1 had not to deal With 


an Adverſary, who, I muſt preſume, ſees 


further into theſe things "thay I,can pre- 


tend to FE But let us ale tor « an F. 


\ 


1 * * n _— 
— 


—— 


f 
. 
© 
a 
9 
9 
þ f 
4 
'E 
" 
2 
| 
4 

1 k 

* 

Y 4a) 

4 ; 
EY | 

i, 
= 
= 
0 
1 
. 
* 
». 

; » * 

. is o 
* 
14 
LS 

. 

1 . 
11 4 
"on þ 

AS; 

* 

. 
1 
1 
* 'Þ 
* 3 
Cas 
1 
* 
5 

3 

* 

0 

1 . 

7 j 

Ll — 

oy 
=_ 

l 

14 
1 

i 
: £ 
1 
ry 7 
j © [ 
FRY 
; 

44 
, 5 8 
6 

— J 
FW 

& * 

2 
£ l 

1 

1 
5 
1 

= 

* 

* 

* 

kl 


L p 
f 
| 
o 
o 
*5 8 
=yY 4 
3] 
_ 7 
C3) 
Ll 
4 
* * 
"oO 
4% 
* 
+ 4 
* Te 
- 


Tg WS — 
cc 
— = - 2.0 SES 
= — — LI 


= 


N | 
Nance, the Perception. you... ſeem moſt _ 
fond. to inſtance in, Sight — The Mind 
| perceives Objects by an Image form'd by 
| the refraQtive Powers of the Eye; but, 
without ſuch Powers, no ſuch Image 15 
could be form'd: conſequently, Sight 
could be, perform'd only by Intuition of 
the Object itſelf — This muſt be either 
cloſe to the Object, or at a diſtance: clols 
to the Object, (beſides that the Souls 
power would be confined to a very nar - 
ro- compaſs) it would in itſelf. be im- 
poſſible: as might cafily be demonſtrated 
Ad at a diſtance, it muſt be not at 
all diſtarices, but at 4 certain diflance -% 
 fartheſt— Now, whoever will give him- 
ſelf the trouble to peruſe Sir Jac New- 
tons Optics, will ſee, that this is abſo- 
- lutely impoſſible without ſome refracting 
Power applied to the Rays of Light. 
But, the Eye is manifeſtly a refracting 
= -— _ Power: And without this power the 
Fo Soul could not perceive, . unleſs it had 
- ſome other Inſtrument of Refraction to 
Work with For the Image. it Perceies | 
by its actual preſence in the Senſorium, Co 
ere the Soul itſelf ns, pd: 2 f 
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1 ORs is form' d 40 the Perception. 
is paſt, jo inithe Soul This! is not on- 
ly eaſily to be collected from Sir L New- | 
ton's Optics, but appears plainly to have 
been that great © Man's own. Opinion. 
(which I mention not as proof, but as an 
F | excuſe for my troubling you with this 
x | Letter, and to ſhew that I have not 
drawn an unwarran table Concluſion from 
him) Ser. . Clarke's iſt Reply: to Leib- 
nitz, F. 3 0 chooſe to quote it from 
thence, hace it ſhews, that both thoſe - 
great Men thought alike upon this Sub- 
Je) Sir I. Nevyton doth not ſay, that Space 
is the Organ. which God makes uſe of to per- 
ceive things by, nor, that he has need of any 1 
Medium at all, whereby to Perceive things. 
But, on the contrary, that he, being onni- | 
preſent, perceives all things by his immediate 
preſence: to them in all pace wherever = 
are, without the Intervention or Afiſtanc 
of any Medium or Organ whatever. In or- a 
der to make this more intelligible, he illuſtrates 
1 22 Similitude — What, as the Mund of 
Man, hy its immediate preſence to the Pic= 
7 and Inages of things, form d in the — 
* * the 1 means of the Organs of Senſe, _ 
Cc 3 fees 4 


1 
fees theſe Piftures, as if they were the things 


themſelves ;; ſo Gad fees all things by his im- 
mediate preſence to them, be being attually 


preſent to the things themſehyes, to all things | 


e the Univerſe = 4s the Mind of Men is 


"0 Brain Sir Iſaac Newton confidered_ 


the Brain, and Organs of Senſation, as the | 


Means, by which thoſe Pictures are form'd; 
but not as the Means whereby the Mind ſets 
ar percei ves theſe Pictures, when they are ſo 
| Ferm d; and, inthe Univerſe, be 5 not con- 


Aer things as if they were Pictures form d 


by certain Meant or Organs, but as. real 
things form d by God bimſelf, and ſcen by 
Bim in all places ubere they are, without the 
| Intervention of a Medium at all. 


Again, Dr. Clarke's 2d Reply, G. 4, f. 


L mat never ſuppoſed, that the Preſence of 


| the Soul was ſufficient (the Matter in queftzon 
between us) but only that it is neceſſary to 
Perception; witho 
Mages of things perceived, it could not * poſſibly 
ve them. But being preſent is not fi- 


Feimt, without being a living Shbſtaice.- 
Nay, an inanimate Subſtance, ibo preſent, 
1 nothing ; 26 „ can 

only 


preſent to all-the Pictures of things form'd in 


being preſent to the IJ. 


4 


4 


to the things won, heel = the as: 


Gul i to the whole Univerſe) or to the Iman © 


ges of things (at the Soul is in the Senſary) 


| Notbing can any more act, or be acted upon, 


where it it not preſent, than it can be where 
it is not: The Soul's being individual does 


nor prove it ta be preſent only in a mere point 


* of Space; W n 8 


Point. 
Ir will be impeſible: for you to val 

this reaſoning, by ſaying, it follows from 

hence, that where the Soul is 

preſent it muſt perceive: if it be 3 . 

der d, how ſmall a compaſs the actual 

Preſence of the Soul is confined to (Sir 


I Newton calls it the little Senſor ry) ſince, 


firſt, that would be directly giving up 


what you ſay Note (o) to No. I 5. vis. That 
the e, in its preſent Cunſtitution limits. 


and confines the Perceptions of the Soul, 


| (not the Subſtance or Preſence of the Soul 5 


) but no way effects them : for if this 


is true, it has > JU the contrary effect; 


and to ſay the Soul could perceive Matter 
at a diſtance, without any Organ to pro- 


duces a preſen mu in itſelf; is totally 


: WES 2 


©] 
altering the Hates of the Soul's Percep- 
tion, which meafures the Dimenſions M 
Objects by the little Image form'd in it- 


ſelf, and contracted, to a proper compaſs, - 


for the Soul's preſence, by the Optic 
Inſtrument, the Eye; and indeed is ſo 


palpably abſurd EY at moſt but a; Sup- 


poſition, no Demos 


tration, nor the ſhadow: 


of it) that I. ſhall: not take any further * 
notice of it at preſent, than juſt to ob- 
e Reflection, 
is more agreeable to the nature of per- 
ceptivity in any Incorporeal Being, than 
mere corporal preſence.” The Soul there-; 
fore ſtands in need of a Medium to Sight, 


ſerve, that An Image, or : ha 


and that Medium is one poſitive Cauſe of 
its actual perceptions ab extra of ocular. 
Objects. But to prove this another way 


That Matter may hinder Perception, 
you allow, and inſtance the unorganized. 
7 partsof the Body (vid. Note (o) to N. F. 4. ) 
But it is a moſt fatal-Conſequence upon 


you, that 


or that very reaſon" the Organs 


of the Body cauſe it For if any Mode of 
Matter; as an unorganiz'd part of the Bo—-— 
dy, can totally hinder Perception, (even 
* . * A or, in other 

| 5 n, 


i 


Fes. 
work; cauſe the want of actual Percep- 


tion, organized: Body muſt have zuſt the 
contrary Effect And if the unorg 
Matter of- the-Body cauſes the waht of, 
or hinders, Perception, it can never be 
ſhevyn, that all unorganized Matter will 
not have the ſame effect But from this 
principle it is moſt evident, that the Souls 
Perception depends, not on Matter and 
Motion in general, but only, on particular 
Modes of them; i. e. that particular Modes 
only are perceivable, not all Modes; and 


that, tho' all Perception depends on dif- 
ferent Modes of Matter and Motion, 


which occaſion different actual Percep- 
tions, yet, all different Modes of Matter 
and Motion do not cauſe ſome Perception 
E hut the particular Modes of Matter 
and Motion, of which the Soul is per- 
ceptive, do not exiſt out of the Body; 
therefore the 8 Soul out of the Body * 
be actually, much leſs indeſinently, p 
_ Cipient And I ſhould be glad te 1 
attempted to be proved, that any ſpecies 
of Matter and Motion is better diſpoſed 
to be perceived of itſelf, than the back 
hs ach Hoes, or the Brain is to be 
perceived 
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| i — 3 the Or- 
E 


hes made the Qrgans of Sight the neceſ. 
n and has 


== an of ms joe 
1 — only by che Intervention of. 

It follows 
„hat che Preſence oß the Soul 
Mit 


cauſe Perception, 


cannot perceive by its bare 


canſe,- or hinder it; ac 


oved) at a diflance without'By 5 At 
can ans ara wicht es [LED 


r Senſes "which preſent the 
ations of Mutter and Ni- 
tion to the Soul, in a männer in Which 
bay could not poflibly be preſented toit, 
ho dat of the Bo- 


1 
0 
Ja. 


mf — — it- 
or the Idea, received by the Soul, 
of Matter and Motion; but . Br 


out of the Body, which it has in the 
Body — it will follow, that the 
does not limit and reſtruin , but, is an ac 
tual Cauſe of, the Soul's Perce 

PAIN. and Pleafure are Affections, 'or 
of the Soul, neceſſarily con- 
ſequent upon certain Applications f 
Matter, or Matter and Motion, partieu- 
larly: fied, to the exterior Parts of tlie 


in its preſent State, by the Nerves, Fi- 


bres, 


[44] 


A and other finer ann thein vg 


real Syſtem: So that every diſtinct Act. of 


| Perception, ' which cauſes Pleaſure and 
Pain, proceeding, not from Mat. 


Adee in general, but, from the partieu- 


lar Mode of Matter and Motion, then 


perceiv'd with Pleaſure or Pain, it is moſt 


evident, that that which cauſes the man 
ner of Perception, cauſes. the Perception. 
And no one will contend, that the 


ſame Modes of Matter and Motion, 


which are in the Fibres, &c. of the Body, 
and in the Organs of Senſe, and thoſe 
fine Particles of Matter of which the 
animal Spirits are compoſed, and which 
convey exterior Matter and Motion to the 


Soul's Preſence, are in the Matter and 


Motions of the Air, and of the Bodies 
themſelves which convey Sounds, and 


cauſe the particular Modes of Matter and 
Motion, which produce the ſenſe of Plea- 
ſure and Pain — In ſhort, no Mode of 
Matter and Motion paſſes to the Soul 
thro the Body identically the ſame, as it 


is when it firſt approaches the Organs 


Senſe. To conclude therefore the Proof 
of this firſt Propoſition, I will only add 


One 


one Argument, which you yourſelf have. 
 furniſh'd me with in another part of your 


C86) 


Work varying only Exiſtence for Per- 
ception, It is Where you are ; proying 
Matter not immortal, nor uncauſed, but 
ſtanding in need of an actual operating 
Cauſe for its Exiſtence (See Sect. 3. 
2 Vol. Ne; 6.) If the Soul's Perceptions 
conſiſt of he Acts of Perception, a- 
riſing from different Modes of Matter and 

Motion, it muſt have its Perceptions 
changed, at leaſt in manner, by the Or- 
gans of the Body, which modify Matter 
and Motion particularly, before theß 


reach the Soul's Perceptivity But if it 


depends on the Body for the Manner of 
its Perception, it depends on Body for 
Perception itſelf ; ſince it cannot perceive 
but in ſome manner. Perception taken 
ſeparately from all Manner of Perception 
is an Impaſſibility; the Negation of Per- 
eption ; Therefore, the Soul has not a 
Power of Perception independant of the 
Body — But if it were admitted that it 


could porous in another manner out of 


- the Body, fill its ref in — 4 
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't 76 3 
and limited, by the Body, and would 
| periſh without it. And indeed this is 
the Argtment as far as it can be 


carrying 
carried; for, to deny that the Soul, out of 


the Body, can have Perceptipns ab extra, 
is to limit the Operations of infinite Pow- 
cr, and in a Matter of which we cannot 
have any Knowledge. Almighty God, 


may furniſh the Soul, when ſeparated 
from the Body, with different Powers of 
Perception, adapted to its new State: or, 


perhaps, the Soul itſelf may be endued 
with Powers of Perception of other things 


beſide Matter and Motion, which, in this 
terreſtrial State, it would be both uſeleſs, 
and i improper, for it to be able to exerciſe 


— But this is a Subject of mere Con 
ture, and Hyporbefis,” not of Reaſoning, 
much leſs of Demonſtration, on one fide 
or the other. All which I propoſe: 


prove was, that the Body and 3 


of Senſation are, not (4s you aſſert) hinder- 


ing and limiting, but, neceſſary and actu- 
al Cauſes of all the Soul's Perceptions ab | 


extra: And that, out of an 'orga! 


Body, dhe Soul could have no Perceptions 


 abextra, ſo far as we can have _ Knows 
ledge of Perception. 7 0 1 


ONE 


2 5 


U 


of 


Tuar . Soul s i Percoptivity 4, pu" i 


in a State of Separation, is a bare Capa- 


city: And that to make the Body and | 


its Organs hindering and limiting Cauſes on- 
ly (Hindranees and Limitations more 


properly) of Perception ab extra, is con- 


trary to Fact, and Reaſon : And that the 


Suppoſition contain'd in the firſt Propo- 


ſition is not repugnant or Foe 


nor attributes any thing of Perception v7 t 
the Body itſelf. 


Ir che, Soul's Perceptivity. 4 n = 


net Activity, or cauſed by itſelf, on itſelf, 


withont any thing Exterior. ( which Tow, 
can never aſſert it to be, who ſay, the Soul : 


15 not voluntary, but neceſſary, in its Per- 
<_ and cannot but perceive whatever. 


— 


er'd as an Otjett of Perception to it) ĩt 


will follow, that this is not a Power, but 
a Capacity. For, Power cannot. ſubſiſt 


without ſome Uſe of that Power, (as You f 


rightly obſerve) becauſe, it imph 


Idea a Cauſe; and Effect both in e. 


independant of any other or, Al 
by mere Will and Spontan 
* D 2 
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-from a, 
a Power afing upon a proplt Sabject. 

L It unplies in in its Idea the Exertien of no 
Action in the Subject that hath it, but 
barety an Aptikuue, by Nature and ons 

ſtitütion, to receive the A 


preſſion of ſomething elſe — «Pra 


ceſſary Exertion of Capacity cannot, from 
the nature of Capacity, be of the Eflence 
a Subſtance ; becauſe, if it was, the 


N Subſtance would (depend 


ab Scher SubAtnecs acted, or acted not, 
upon it. 80 that, 'tho' it may be con. 


without totally chang- 
ng, @ «ns fe not hr gig ge; 


i: 76s Subſtancs, bs + abſurd; oy contigs. 
dictory to the Nature of 4. Coparity; 
5 From huet Te-will lo, that if Per- 


daß. 


— 83 


% 


* 


Capacity, Petceptioi ee wines alles. 
Sub to the: __ but may, or may not, 
Time — Place.” - Now that Perception 
to the Soul, vis. Matter and Motion in 
_m—_ was PRIN e And indeed 
Aae, a--Cauſe to it fas, the Soul 
eee obſerve whether there was 
any thing exterior to it ſelf or not: But, 
1 5 there was no Matter, the Soul could 
not perceive Matter and Motion of Mat- 
ter ab extra; therefore, Matter muſt be 
a Cauſe, and Pereeption an Effect, as far 
as Matter it ſelf is perceiveable-- Percep- 
tion, in ſhort, is to the Soul, what Motion 
and Reſt are to Matter: And the Soul 
perceives, or es not, Cjuſt as Matter 
is in Motion, or at Reſt ;) as exterior 
Cauſes act, or act not, upon it. The 
Soul therefore hath, in its own Nature, a 
general, but particular and diſtinct Modes 

of each: And its Perceptions neceſſarily 


r 
2 


. 


preſented 


preſented to it. Id cannot . in- 
volve ene 0 to aſſert, that the 
Soul's Perceptions depend on peculiar, 
Syſtems of Matter, or ſacks Modes of 
Matter and Motion as t be preſent- 
ed to it, when out of an cated Body. 
But it is ſaid: by Nu, that this way of 
reaſoning attributes Perception to Matter, 
or to two dead Subſtances Not in the 
leaſt; unleſs it is a Contradiction, to aſ- | 
ſert, that two Subſtances mutually acting 

upon each other, no Effect can be pro- 
duced in either, but what is in both ſe- 
parately, and before ſuch Action, which 
certainly it is not. For, Sound is not in 
Matter, nor yet can be without Matter: 
and Motion; nor is Matter or Motion in 
the Soul, n ese by Mat- 

ter and Motion acting upon, or affecting, 

the Soul's Perceptivity, or Capacity of 
Perception For it is in the Mind, which 
perceives it, nothing but Sound, and in the 
Inſtrument, and in the Air, and in the 
Organs of Senſation, nothing but Motion 
of Parts: (See this whole Argument at 
large in Dr. Clarke's third nerve of his 
ee for the — una Js 


80 that you ſeem here to confound 
Powers, which neceſſarily reſide in one 
Subſtance, as Thought, Self-Motion, 
Ge. with Capacities; to the Exertion of 
which; #00 Subſtances are neceſſary, and 
which produce an Effect, which neither 
Subſtance can have without oe OT 
VS." 4 Res > Effect 
Paſfoity. And Tam ap 
you ſave” been drawn into this wal of 
| Reaſoning, by too ftriftly adhering to 
your Notion of the Inactivity of Matter, 
conſidered by itſelf; by not rightly re- 
flecting on the poſſible Effects of Matter 
and Motion on another Subſtance; and 
by not taking into Conſideration the / 
 ſential Nature by which God may, and 
does, - diſpoſe different Subſtances, to be 
acted upon by. each other, accor 
their eſſential Chailitutins — Thus, if 


Body produced no Effect diſſimilar to any 


_ in itſelf, it could never produce 
Pais in any thing: But, the Beam that 
falls on my Head cauſes Pain in the Soul, 

tho — can never poſſibly produce chat 
Effect, or have it produced, in itſelf — 
Now this does not at all affect he rea- 
OE. ning 


boning *** and Bf: a 7h foe 
to ſuppoſe: For, Body is not the Cauſe 
of the Idea of the Soul in this Senſe; v. 


x the {ole Cauſe ; but Body, properly united 


to the natural and bare Capacity of Per- 
ception in the Soul, is the Cauſe of Pain, 
or any other Idea in the Soul: And we 
ſhall be ſtrangely out in reaſoning from 


Cauſc and Effect, if we take not into 


Conſideration the relative Nature of things, 
as part of every Cauſe, - Ne therefore 
5 Cauſe of Perception, no one can ſuppoſe, 


that I mean the /ole Cauſe: But, Body ; 


admitted, and Soul, 


capable to perceive, 


admitted, I aſſert Body to be the poſitive 


and efficient, not limiting, Cauſe of a "I 
Perception. 


Activity and interna! Ferception, with 


Perception ab extra, which is hare Paſſt- 
vity and Capacity only, and therefore can 


never be part of the Soul's active internal 


Conſtitution: And unleſs you had done 


ſo, you could never conclude, as you 
there do, and therefore ance again, it deth 

en — Action oe external 

5 Motter 


Thus, in No. 7, and the | 
Note upon it, you manifeſtly confound 


x 


Matter, upon It to become. percipie 
again, in Note (&) to No: 9. this au 
ded both in the 
| Objedtion, and-Anſwer, and this Percep- 
tivicy ab ea is made part of the Soul'd 
bn 1 and; wa tee, ⁊ͤ pry. +074 > fy. 


* — 2 
* 


You: "ſhe. tb me; thio!. the whole 
Section; to argue for the Soul's actual 
1 in a State of from 
the Body; from Arguments only applica- 
ble to its internal Perception, and chen 
conclude. univerſally in favour of both its 
Perceptions (I defire this may be con. 
ſidered) in Ns. 1. at firſt fetting out =_ 
ſtate your Queſti wittfbut diſting 

ing the Soul's Perceptivities, one from — 
other, and if they are not the ſame in 
every reſpe&, but widely different (one 
being really an actiue Poteer, the other 4 
bare Capacity) you muſt 8 be 


Soul . aftive Powers. . Ct 
3 ; | 5 * . E ue 4 > | E > a 4 2 WS LY "93h a 
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5 chat the Soul's 


Property of its Nature, and cannot be- 
long to the Soul as a mere Accident — 
But it follows indiſputably from what. you 
there lay down, either that Peroeptivity 
al extra is nd Power of the Soul's Nature 


(conſequently no Arguments drawn from 


ſuch Powers; and their Nature, are appli- 


pend on mere Accident, which is im- 


poſſible to be true, as has been ſhewn 


before, for, what may or may not be, 


according to che particular Modes or Ex. 


e eee, n on Aotci- 
dent. ; 

In No. 4. 4. you der ne ponds 
tive Power from its Activity, and rightly, 
if you confine it to internal Perception, 
which, once gain d, can never be ſepa- 
rated from it (without an Annihilation of 
its Exiſtence) for in that its Conſciouſ- 
nels and Identity conſiſts; as well as its 
Power of Action, conſidered barely as a 


Living without Perception cannot be 
conceived — This cannot extend to Per- 
TE ception 


© Adivity, and Power, belongs to it as a 


Power — You ſay there likewiſe, that. 


cable to it) or elſe, that it does not de- 


bn Concluſion in Ne, — 

ingly to internal Perception, and a bare 
eee eee which ye 1 

1 improperly term a Pouer. 
In; No. 6. vou alter ch Term Pow 


e 


te nab Tc neee 
| therto'only a bare Aſertion of your's. At 
tie hann end of the Std you int ent 
Ie Ba" n in | 
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in the Progf of- it—L-ſball prongs | 


mine the Arguna« t:there-ufed:» . 2 
{Your Argument | is, that becauſe. this 
| Soul 3 is purely nece/ary.an | define in: P5 
ceptrvity,' therefore: we cannot conceive 
_ Percepteuity to confift in the bare Capacity 
only Now I think the Cancluſion is juſt 
the contrary, that therefore ic mut 3 | 
in nothing _ ir de the 
all Inpedimeni 
————— e * 
thing further is neceſſary; via. ſomething 
exiſting. ab extra to be pereeived. Now, 
if n ab- _ ke. necefary: n 
; abſtracted Gn — bk 
be in the Soul but a bare Capacity, and 
cannot be an Active Power exerted (as 
ernal Perception is): and what has miſled 
you here is, the Inſeparableneſs of Atbivts 
i and Perception ab extra, in this pre- 
ſent State; from which it by no means 
follows, that Activity and actual Perception 
are not ſeparable; or that the Soul, when= 
ever it is Adive, muſt be e#ualy and 
indeſinently Percipient, whether it has 


gens 1 it can I r 
| | You 


Vo begin kd bin 2 faying 
Kite; The Soul not only acts and 
t perceives ſome Times in a State of Sepa- 
t ration from the Body, but it aD afts 
* and perceives.” This, if applied to 
Perception: ab katra, is only an Aſertion, 
not, as I have before ſhewn, a Cncigen 

properly draum from any former Argu- 
ment; Nor have v given a Shadow of 
Proof, that the Soul does mie per- 
ceive in that Senſe; nor indeed o I find 
that you any where: ſay directly, what the 
Soul ſometimes perceives, out of the Bo- 


dy. As to what you ſay of the Souls 


neceſſary Percipiency, it is very juſt and 
right, except in that you fay, that the 

only way is to render a Man's ſelf indiſ- 
pled” by F atigue, &c. to avoid Percep- 
tion; which I conceive does not 3 
r ay _ rather e creates it, ; and ve- 
you. re rern 1 look «upon as, your 
fundamental Argument, in EOF 
Souls A _ "re; of 
Separation 4 VIS. „ We 
_ + Swe the Soul h under'# Neceff * 
Wen being — and 2 (which 
5 Du 


* 


„ 


12 
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1 38 1 
i Bu always join together - as inſeparable in 
; ature): hen the Body is rightly dif 
* poſted, it follows, that were the Body 


* always ſo. it would be always under 
that Neceſiity. Now, er the Body 
© can't give it leſs Impedi 
and Percejving than — all, and 
ſince, when ſeparated from the Body, 
_ * it has quit: this Degree of Impediment, 
vi. nome at all, it follows, that it muſt 
e then be under an equal neceffity at leaſt 
of Acting and Perceiving, as when in a 
— nne. 2 and the. 
4 « aid, that beſide the e of have 
4 2 — Body 
in Acting and Perceiving, it muſt have 
another, chat of having its Perceptiuity 
ftemal to it, otherwiſe it would not be 
then Percipient, and that che Body, 

| "hep diſpoſed, doth this by act- 
ing upon it; It is anſwer d, this is ſtill 
ſuppoſing it not percipient in itſelf, but 
© render'd fuch, by 2 me a 55 
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ready Laid, Jer Þ will, to avoid Miſtakes, 
endeavour: to point 


the Sappoſtion of: the Bodys being; 
pediment only j the next-profeſſes to 


two dead Subſtances ſhould profiics what 
they have not in themſelves? But how 
does that affect the Point in queſtion ? 


or tend to ſhew, that Matter and Motion 


cannot, in a Ii uin Subſtance:endued/with 
a Capacity ef Perception, produce aH 
Fat Lac it from * Con- 


Motion do chis; that if in fact they Ad it 
not, the Soul could never perceive at all: 
For, if Sound or Colour cannot be produ- 


ced in the Soul without ſome Matter, and 


Matter has not Colour or Sound in ig 
| and ONE Subitance cannot produce in A 
nother Subſtan ce, what it- has not in- it 
ſelf; then it Hollows, that the Soul can 


\ 


__— _ © 2. * oſs 


nt; {ns wine Hes hag: 8 


it ene «I 


prove, n a ee ee eee : | 
| diction; 1 be inturr U b th 


uppoſe that Matter and 


14 42]. 
Colour: bay chat it would be your: off 


_ Contradifiion recurring, to ſay it bad, 
But it is plain, that, 'thro' the whole Ar- 
gument, you have left out of che Cate 
deration, the gſential As titude of things, 
or thoſe. very Properties „ 
by their internal Conſtitution, relatively 
to each; other, and which: 2 be 
 exerted;. or become actually exiſting, by 
the Unian of Cauſe and Effect ne 
You, proceed. thus: Or, perhaps; on 
9 will. ſay it is to make Pereeption a 10 
petty of the Junction of Matter and 
ul. which is not in either of them 
diſtinct: But to ſay that Junction is a 
* Subſtance, capable of Properties, is ab- 
« ſurd'—But this is not true; for, when 
| you argued in that manner, you argued. 


Suppohtion of Matter united to 


5 Matter, and had before proved the ab- 
ſurdity of Matters having any ( 
of Perceptivity; or Action from its Na- 
den then W mw | 
poſſibility of one Subſtance: havin che | 
22 and the other Subſtance being 
ne Oeet e Capacity, and the Con- 
tradiction, 


— 


| e 


bene of as ? 


then 7 is Os of. 
Cauſe and Effect, or the Means of bring · 
iere of the Soul's limited 
Capacity. of Perception; or its Preſence; 
| neee it is to per= 
. And if this Argument of Ent 
— e would moſt m 
prove; that the Soul can without Numer 
perceive Matter, or that all Matter im- 
peded Perception, which would be . 
' | Hy inconſiſtent with any poſitive Percep= 
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